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Mission Statement 

On September 11,1997, the Public Utility Commission of Texas created and empowered the 
Texas Number Conservation (TNC) Task Force to: 

‘‘iden@, evaluate, and rewmmend number conservation measures for 
implementation in Texas that will facilitate an uninterrupted supply 
of telephone numbers for telecommunications customen while 
minimizingtheneedfornewNPABwitbinthe state..” 

The TNC was asked to r&ew number conservation altaatives for the state of Texas that 
might extend the life of NPAs 2141972 (Dallas), 713/281 (Houston), and 512 (AustinlCorpus 
Chris@. Each of these WAS are currently under NPA relief plaFning in Projects 16889, 
16900 and 16901. 

The TNC was also asked to recommend a ‘long term” number cansewation solution for 
implementation throughout the state of Texas. 

This report is broken into seven separate sections each detailing a particular portion of the 
TNC‘s activities over the paat three months. This report takes advantage of number 
conservation activities taking part in virtually every region of the country. Efforts currently 
underway in Illinois, Colorado, Minnesota, Missouri, Pennsylvania, etc., as well as activities of 
the Industry Numbering Committee and the North American Numbering Council (NANC) 
were considered during the TNC evaluation process. Attached to this report will be pertinent 
documents used during our analysis. Rather than reword previous efforts, these resource 
documents are attached for thorough, in context review. 

4 



n 
Summary o i  Participating Companies/Entities 

The following is a list of companiedentitiea that participated in the TNC efforts. 

A total of 9 “in-person’’ meetings were held in Austin and Dallas to discuss the number 
conservation issue. In addition, weekly conference c a s  were held siace September to 
fkcilitate the creation of the TNC report and recommendations. 

city of Plan0 
Ed Jones-Private citizen 
Kingsgate Telephone, Inc. 
Golden Harbor 
ATBCT 
MCI 
Fort Bend Telephone Company 
Eric DrummondBHS 
MTd 

LCTX 
Aerial 
GTE 

PCS Pdmem 
splint 
sprint PCS 
AT&T W d e s s  
PUCT SWT 
Laokheed-Martin 
TSTCI 
T i e  Warner 
360 CommuNcations 
GTE Wmless 
Cathey, Hutton & Assoc. 
SWBT 

It is wotth noting that a significant number of interested parties participated in the TNC 
&ties; however numerous telecommunications companies as well aa citizens, consumer 
groups, political bodies, etc. that may be efFected or may have wanted to participate were not 
involved in any of the TNC &ox% and, as such, did not contribute to this report. 
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CONSERVATION METHODS CONSIDERED 

DESCRIPTIONS 

& Rate Center Consolidation 

€!ssx&h 

A “rate center“ is a specfic geographic location ,( identiried by vertical and horizontal 
coordinates) associated with a telephone ~ m p a n y ’ ~  central office (CO) swit4 used to 
calculate mileage for inter and intra LATA toll F i g  aod intercompany settlement purposes. 
The rate center is also used to provide speciiic customer information regarding tha d - a  
description of the location being called. One or more CO’s maybe a part of the same rate 
cmter. RC‘s have traditionfly been associated 6th the Incumbent Local Exchange cwier 
(EEC) serving aceas and are approved by the WCT. 

Competitive Local Exchange Carriers (CLECs) axe likely to provide service. using a network 
hffastructure which is not a mirror image of the ILEC idbmcture.  SpecBcaUy, the area 
served by a ClBC switch is likely to be much larger than that of the ILEC and may/will cover 
a multitude of existing rate centers. (Cunsequently, a CLEC might satisfy the demand for its 
services with numbering resources from a few (possibly one) NXXs (e.g. 512-221) for an 
ILEC Rate Center white an ILEC may have multiple NXXs assigned to COS within the same 
Rate Center.) The requirement for the CLEC to have one NJIX per rate center is necessary if 
the CLEC is to perform call ratingibiig consistent with the ILEC. This arrangement 
assumes the CLEC and the ILEC Rate Center sbucture is “consisted‘-& geography 
covered by CLBC and ILEC rate centers is identical in a consistent rate center structure. 

An alternative Rate Center arrangement, referred to as “inconsistent rate centers“ (IRQ also 
exists. A description of the inconsistent rate center structure follows: 

An “inconsistent rate center“ d s t s  when, for the serving area of a competing telephone 
company, the rate center assignment does not match the rate center assignment of the ILEC. 
Typically, JRCs involve competing telephone companies having RCs with a larger geographic 
area represented by the VBrII coordinates of the ILEC rate center. Tht existing IRCS, and 
those considered by the TNC are Commission approved arrangements. These rate center 
structures are used, by those CLECs who choose it, in the s m e  manner and for the same 
purposes as the ILEC rate centers. The Commission in Texas has previously approved at least 
three inconsistent rate center structures for CLeCtiGolden Harbor of Texa, Inc., Kingsgate 
and American Teloo. This was done in order to conserve NXX cod= s h e  the CLEC did not 
require a separate NXX per ILEC rate center in order to serve ita customers and did not 
desire to mirror the lLBCs existing rate center strudue. A basic ChWaC&iStiC of an 
inconsistent rate centers presumes that catting within the inconsistent rate centers area, 
between the ILEC and the CLE using the IRC, Win be rated 85 l ~ d .  This requirt% s p e a c  
provisions in the carrier’s interconnection agrWneIItE andor ad0Q 
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Call rat iag/bi  is typically effected by downstream p r o c ~ e a  supported by enoh service 
provider. These processes rely upon knowledge of the calling and called party lodons to 
determine ifthe caU is local or ton, and to compute the specific charge for the call. The 
calIing and called party locations arc associated with the NPA-NXX of calling and called party 
numbers and are listed in industry documents maintaiaed by the Traffic Routing 
Administration (TRA) within Bellcore. 

The practice of assigning an NXX code per provider, per ILec rate center, per CO, is 
allowable under the CO code Assigninmi Guidelines (Attachment I) and consistent 
with regulatory requirements m Texas. In a competitive rnarketpbce, this ILEC assignmat 
practice creates NXX demand greater than necessary to rn customers growth Tlris 
increased demand ultimately results in an accelerated exhaust of the NPA seming the area 

To the extent the number of Rate Centers in an NPA for which CLECs must have an NXX 
can be reduced, the requirement of CLECs f o r m  may also be redud The spec& tims 
required for implementation of a modified rate center structure dl be dependent upon the 
complexity of the existing rate center structure and the extent of changes made to that 
structure and associated network elements to accommodateRCC or inconsistent rate centers. 

The Commission can, through rate center consolidation or inconsistent rate centers, reduce 
the number of new NXXs necessary for new entranta to mirror ILEC rate centers, thus 
reducing the demand on= codes (number blocks). However, as long 89 anylLEC(8) 
continue to request codes or blocks of numbers on a rate center basis, it is possible bat new 
entrants will choose to mirror the U C ' s  NXX arrangement. Even after Local Number 
Portability is implemented, both ILECs and CLECs may determine that where there are 
multiple switches per rate center, it is desirable to have number blocks assigned per CO within 
a Rate Center. 

Except as noted in the various options, the bsnefb of RCC or inGonsistent rate centers are 
primarily realized in reduced future NXX d a d .  It is important to note that when a Rate 
Cater is consolidated, assigned NXX codes are not returned to the Code Administrat0 r. 
Assuming all Nxx codes assigned to telmmmuniatiw providers have assigned and 
working customers within the code, the only way for Nxxs to be returned to the Code 
Administrator for assignment to another provider would be for working numbers within the 
Nxx to  undergo a 7D number change, thus ffeeing up all 10,000 numbers within the NXX It 
is possible that some carriers may have a small numbez of recently assigned NXXs in which M 

telephone numbers have yet been assigned. It is possible these Mtxs could be returned by the 
code holder to the Code Administrator. ("his situation, whiIe possiile, seem8 unlikely to exist 
in most cases.) 

Attachtnent 2, the ICCF Report on Rating mtd Routing in a Competitive Local Environment 
provides additional explanation and industry study on both consistent and inconsistent rate 
center consolidation models. 



The following is a breakdown of incumbent Rate Centem in each of the  area^ currently 
analyzed by the TNC. 

NOTE: The review of the 5 12 NPA focused on rate centers;uithin the Austin metro area. 

5 b L  Current Rate Center’s 

Dallas 63 

Houston 55 

[Austin 27 I 
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B. Number Pooling 

Descriotion 

Although not completely d e h d  by the ind-, rmmbex pooling is a concept where numbers 
are no longer allocated to individual industry participants in blocks of 10,000 (known as 
central office codes or NXXs), but are allocated between multiple industry participants in 
some quantity less than 10,000. 

The industry-accepted definition for number pooling is: 

"Pooling of geographic numbers in a local number portability environment is a number 
administration and assignment process which allocates numbering resources to a 
shared reservoir associated with a designated geographic area" 

The Industry Numbering Committee, (INC), at the direction of the North American 
Numbering Council (NANC) is currently considering a number of pooling alternatives, all of 
which require long-term Local Number Portabii using Location Routing Number (I.. 
LNP) to maintain call routing and billing capabilities. Only LlW LNP capable service 
providera will be capable of participate in Number Pooling. Number Pooling will require a 
Number Pool Administrator ( a separate activity as compared to the Catral Office code 
Administrator) who will manage the Industry Inventov (pool) for all pooling pdcipants. 
The Number Pooling Administrator will follow national guidelines which will ensure neutral 
administration across the North AmericanNumbering Plan. Attachment 3 is a copy of the 
Industry Numb'ering Committee (INC) InitlalRprt to the North American Numbering 
C-iI @M?CJ on Number Pooling. 

Service providers will have the abiity to maintain a supply of unassigned telephone numbers in 
a Service Provider hentory for subsequent assignment to subscribers. As the Service 
Provider Inventory depletes, the service provider would request additional numbering 
resources from the Industry Inventory. The Pooling Administrator would likely be required to 
validate the need of each service provider before providing any number resources. 

The TNC focused its efforts on 1000 block pooling. Many in the telecommunications industry 
feel individual Telephone Number (TN) pooling is the long term god. However, at this time 
1000 block pooling appears to offer the highest probability of implementation in the shortest 
timeffame. 
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**1WB lock Po 4linpii 

Thousand Block pool in^ (or NXX-X KN Number Pooling) allocates 
numbers (000-999) wi& an NXX to service providers that are provii 

Ooo conseoutive 
lgservicewithina 

rate c&. This would allow up to ten (10) &vice provider# 6 b e  aIlocated u n a s s i i  
telephone numbers within the sameNXX The Pooling Administrator would be required to 
manage the assignment of number resourcm according to NIM-X . 

OUTSTANDINGISSUES 

*WD0fi Versus Port-ondemand** 

This issue addresses when the pooled telephone number should be placed into the Number 
Portability Administration Center W A C )  database, or Regional Service EJIaaagement System 
(RSMS). Pre-port requires all numbers be placed in the WAC upon allocation to a service 
provider (although not assigned to a customer). Port on demand requires the telephone 
number to be placed in the RSMS once assigned to a customer. 

The implications of pre-port vs. port on demand on the provisioning, systems and database 
capacity are still under evaluation. A analysis of these two pooling options is currently being 
aggressively pursued by the JNC. 

**Utilization ofmbedded Numbers for Establishment of Pool** 

The Industry Inventory requires telephone number resources in order to allocate them to 
service providers. This issue addresses whether to utiliZe”gr0wth” numbers (number 
resources which have not been allocated to any service provider by the Central 05ce Code 
Administrator) versus utilizing “embedded” numbers (number resources which have been 
allocated to a senrice provider by the CO Code Administrator). Ifit is determined that 
embedded numbers will be utilized, an additional issue is raised regafding what the criteria wiII 
be to determine which embedded numbers will be used. 

**Snaoback** 

Currently disconnected ported telepbone numbers “soapback” to the seMce provider 
identified in the Local Exchange Routing Guide @.ERG) as the default carder. Once Number 
Pooling is established, there is a question whether the existing snapback policy should be 

10 



reconsidered. Alternatives include snapping back to t h e m  code holder (de&& oanies)), 
snapping back to the loo0 block d e  holder (for 1000 block pooling), or not snapping back 
at all (remains with the disconnecting service provider for re-assignment/vamt number 
treatment). 

*+National p oolino Arch * t a r e * *  

The architecture and process flows that will be d d o p e d  will be greatly impacted depending 
on WhichNumber Pooling alternative is chosen. The details will also include what 
information is necessary in Service Provider Pools and the Industry Pool for the Pooling 
Administrator to perform their management activities, including an audit process. 

irements** nt Gwdehes/Reou . .  

IfNumber Pooling is implemented wahin the state of Texas prior to a national Pooling 
Adtninistrator(s) behg chosen, a dedsion 88 to an interim PA will be required. An associated 
issue will be "who wiU pay the Pool Administrator?" 

Once the pooling alternative is developed, extensive guidelines must be developed. Muoh 
detail is required to establish the responsibilities of the new Pooling Administrator and how 
that administrator will interact with the NANPNCO Code Administrator and the NPAC. 
Those responsibilities will be developed into a requirements document which will be utilized 
to make a recommendation regarding the selection of the Number Pooling Administrator. 



C. TraasDarent Overlay 

D e s c r i m  

Among methods considered, but not recommended is the fonowing: 

Most notable is the ”Tranaparent Overlay”, which has gained attention primarily due to 
regulatory and industry action in Pennsylvania The following is from a Pennsylvania PUC 
d e r  entered July 15,1997: (Attachment 4) 

“The proposal is use of a temporary, transparent and fictitious new NPA (area 
code) for any new NPA-NXX needed. It would be reached by Remote Call 
Forwarding 0. The first three digits of theNPA-Nxx would be &om an 
area code that is not in public use. The number given to the customer would 
be ftom an existing =but cas  to that number will in fact be switched to 
the switch with the. transparent or ”virtual’’ NPA-NXX and routed %om there. 
Since numbers ftom the virtual NPAwould not be given out, this would not 
require use of any existing Nxxs. 

E a  customer wants to add new senice and the provider does not have an 
NXX in that rate center, a LE€! will be required to provide the number and use 
RCF to transfer calls to the transparent number switch. As with the long term 
solutions, the NPA-NXX must be in the same rate center. Some services may 
be unavailable and others may be of lower than standard quality, although this 
should be mjnimized . These parties indicate that upon implementation ofw, 
the NPA-NXX transparent NPA would be released.” 

It is important to understand that implementation of a transparent overlay is not a number 
consmation mechanism, and is nof designed to extend the life of an NPA Rather, it provides 
a meam ,in a pre LNP enviommmt, by which a new s d c e  provider can begin to provide 
service in an area where Nxx shortages prevent it &om obtaining an NXX to m e  a new 
customer in a givenrate center. 
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D. Other Number Conservation hlktbods 

D- . 

Unassigned Number Pooling (INP) -This solution, using Route Index INP 
technology (a single number solution), would only be viable for a short-term 
applicatlon, due to the general dlsadvantages of INP. No additional NPA (e.g., . 
PATranspareni Overlay) would be required. Vacant line numbers could be 
ported, providing an immediate reduction in the need to add NXXs (assuming 
enough vacant numbers were available to satisfy new customer orders). 
However, due to the above stated disadvantages, this method is not seriously 
considered for use In Texas. 

Expanded NPA Overlay -This method was not supported due to complications 
similar to IRC, but with a larger geographic Implication 

Extended Local Calling Area -This method was not supported due to limited 
applicatlon available (CMRS only). 

Sequential Number Assignment -Already ordered by the PUC, this method 
should be maintained in anticipation of the benefits of Thousands Block Number 
Pooling. A 5% contamination factor (50 numbers per 1,000) should be allowed 
to enable sale of vanity numbers by the NXX holder. These numbers would be 
ported upon deployment of Thousands Block Number Pooling. Any party being 
certiied for local or Wireless service, plus, any party receiving an N)(x from the 
COC Administrator should be reminded of the PUC order in this regard to allow 
for greater compliance. 

Unassigned Number Pooling (LRN) -This method, basically NXX-WLRN at the 
line number level, is not well developed, nor advocated in any state or national 
forum currently. Future developments will be monitored for application in Texas. 
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E. Test Codes. Soecicll Codes and Protected Code 

Within every "A, a varying supply of NXXs are not available for assignment to 
telecommunications providers. These codes are used for plant test purposes--testing of the 
various communications providers networks, codes resewed for some future use, or special 
codes that am assigned OonSistentLy on a national level, Le. Time and Temperature, 411,911, 
etc. To the extent this quantity of codes can be miaimized, more telephone numbers are 
available for customer use. 

The following is a summary of all codes that currently M into this unavailable category. In 
addition, the use of each code is provided. 
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PROTECTED 
214 433 E A S - A N "  ALST&lK. WORKINGIN 903 
214 440 EMS AUBREY-PROSPEWPRISCO 
214 482 EM M A - V A N  ALSTWEX 

RESERYED 
214 214 
214 285 
214 383 
214 430 
214 469 
214 817 
214 846 
214 903 
214 940 
214 945 

HOMENPA 
RFSER~FORWORECINGAZAICMCOMPANY 
RESERVED FOR WORKING ALARM COMPANY 
AJIJACENT NPARJ3LIEF (903) 
214 NPAREL.IEP CODE #1 
ADJACENT NPA 
214 NPA REUEF CODE #2 
ADJACENTNPA 
ADJACENTNPARELIEP (817 #1) 
ADJACENTNPARELEF (972 #1) 

SPECU 
L 

214 21 1 
214 311 
214 411 MCAL DIRECTORY ASSISTANCE 
214 511 
214 555 TOLLDIRECTORY ASSISTANCE 
214 610 SPL XLTNS-CHOKENTWK 
214 611 
214 700 
214 703 
214 711 
214 787 
214 811 
214 844 
214 911 
214 936 
214 950 
214 976 

INDUSTRY INTRALATA PIC VERIFICATION CODE 
SPIDS - SPECIAL PREPM INFO DELIVERY SVC 

DALLASMETRO CHOKENETWORK 

TIMEBCTEMPERATURE 
NATIONAL EMERGENCY ACCESS 
WEATHERSERVZCE 
FGB ACCESS CODE 
BEUCORE INFO DELIVERY SVC 
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PROTECTED 
912 433 EAS-A"NVANALST"NE,IK 
972 440 E M S - A U B R E Y / P R O S C O  
972 482 €%AS ANNANAN ALSTYNB-IK 

RESrcBvED 
972 
912 
912 
912 
912 
912 
972 
972 
972 

SPEUA 
L 

912 
972 
972 
972 
972 
972 
972 
972 

972 
972 
972 
912 
912 
912 
912 
912 
972 

214 
430 
469 
737 
817 
903 
940 
945 
972 

211 
311 
411 
511 
555 
610 
611 
700 

703 
711 
787 
811 
844 
911 
936 
950 
976 

PLANT TEST 
912 955 
972 958 
972 959 

ADJACENTNPA 
A D J A m  NPA RELIEF (903) 
ADJACENT "PARELIEF (214) 
972 NPARBLIEP CODE #2 
ADJACENTNPA 
ADJACENTNPA 
ADJACENTNPARELIEP (817 #1) 
972 NPA RELIEF CODE #I 
HOMENPA 

LOCAL DIRecTORY ASSISTANCE 

TOLL DIRECTORY ASSISTANCE 
spLxLTNs-clHoRENTwK 

INDUSTRY INTRA-LATA PIC VERIFICATION 
CODE 
SmDS - SPECIAL PREFIX INFO DELIVERY SVC 

DALLAS METRO CHOKENJ3TWORK 

TIMBBETEMPERATURB 
NATIONAL EMERGENCY ACCESS 
WEATHERSERVICE 
FGE ACCESS CODE 
BELLCORE INFO DELIVERY SVC 

WAD BOX TRK TEST MILLIWATT 
BEXJXORE AUTHORIZED PLANT TEST CODE 
3ELLCORE AUTHORIZED PLANT TEST CODE 
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972 970 PLANT TEST 10-DIGANAC 
972 971 STATION RINGER TEST 
972 973 STATIONRINGERTEST 
972 974 STATION RING= TEST 
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PROTECTED 
713 372 PROTECT FOR WALLW, TX (409 EMS) 
713 384 UNASSIGNABIB 

RESERVED 
7 13 389 RESWVED PERPUC ORDER 
7 13 713 HOMENPA 
7 13 832 ADJACENT NPARELIEF (281 #2) 
713 848 713 NPARELIBP CODE #2 
713 936 ADJACENT NPARELIEP (409 #2) 

713 211 
713 311 
713 390 
7 13 411 
713 511 
713 555 
713 61 1 
713 700 
713 71 1 
713 166 

713 811 
713 889 
713 911 
713 950 
713 976 

PLANT TEST 
713 23 1 
713 234 
713 258 
713 281 
713 322 
713 325 
713 352 
713 380 
713 381 

713 573 
713 cw 

713 489 

CHOKEmTwoRK 
LOCAL DIRBCTORY ASSISTANCE 

TOLL DIRECTORY ASSISTANCE 

INDUSTRY INTRA-LATAPIC VERIFICATION CODE 

SPIDS - SPECIAL PREmx INFO D E w E a Y  SVC 
w c o m  
CHOKENEmoRK (LESS) 
NATIONAL EMERGENCY ACCESS 
FGB ACCESS CODE 
BELI.COm INTO DELIVERY SVC 

STATION RJNQER 
STATION RTNGER. - ANAC FOR ANI CKT 
STATION RINGER (281 NPAReLIEp CODE #1) 
CAROT TEST (ADJACENT NPA) 
DALCOMTRUNK 
BAT GD. REM 

is 



RESERVED 
5 12 210 
5 12 214 
512 254 
5 12 361 
512 3 82 
5 12 409 
5 12 512 
512 713 
512 809 
512 817 
5 12 915 
512 979 

SPECIA 
L 

5 12 
512 
5 12 
5 12 
5 12 
5 12 
512 
5 12 
5 12 
5 12 
512 
512 
5 12 
512 
5 12 
512 
512 
512 

201 
21 1 
311 
390 
411 
511 
555 
611 
700 
711 
766 
770 
811 
911 
950 
973 
975 
976 

ADJACENTNPA 
ADJACENTNPA 
ADJACENT WARELIEF (817 #2) 
5 12 NPA RewLBp CODE #2 
RESBRVED FORNEW LOCAL. Exc"GE SVC. 
ADJACBNTNPA 
HOMENPA 
mJACBNTNPA 
ADJACENT NPA (CARlBBEAN - PUERTO RICO) 
ADJACENTNPA 
ADNACENTNPA 
ADJACENT NPA RELIEF (409 #1) 

NETWORK MGMT SPECIAL ROUTING CODE 

AUSTIN CHOKENBTWORK 
LOCAL DIRECTORY ASSISTANCE 

TOLL DIRECTORY ASSISTANCE 

INDUSTRY INTRA-LATA PIC VEJUFICATION CODE 

SPIDS - SPECIAL INFO DELIVERY SVC 
CHOKENETWORK (CORPUS CHRISTI) 

NATIONAL EMERGENCY ACCESS 
FGB ACCESS CODE 
TlMEBtTEMPERATuRe 
BSS INWATS 
BELLCOKE INFO DELNERY SVC 
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Iv. 

Analysis of Conservation Methods 

A. Rate Center Consolidation 

The following section is comprised of nine scenarios (1-6 for Rate Center Consolidation, 7-9 
for Inconsistent Rate Centers) that have been evaluated for their impact OnNumber 
Conservation, and the customers and carriers involved. 

Attachment 5 provides a summarized metrbr of all nine consolidation options. 

OutIou No. 1 

Consolidate rate centers in the metropolitan exchanges within ths ILECs existing local 
exchange boundary, witbout affecting local exchange calling scopes (proposal does not 
consolidate zoneti in the local exchange area withunique caIIing arrangements due to BMS, 
EACS, etc.). 

Consolidated Aus 15 : 2 
Hoo 25 :16 

ISSUE9 Associated with I d 1  ISSUE9 Associated with I d 1  
1. Update TPM (Industry Document with Rate Center & VM required 

2. OSS Update Requirements to reflect Rate C w  Change i.e. TPM, Operator Tablen 

3. Jmplementation Estimated in36 Months from A p p v d  of 
Compliance Pi-ILEC schedule. CLEC could be shorter 

4 .Rate Center Name Chimp-Billing records d e c t  new name 

5. Impact To Texas Pooling Alternative Settlement Practice ("he Toll Pool) 

6. Customer Toll Charges Impacted 

7. Golden Harbor will require the following add'lNXXs: Dallas: 214 - 0; 972 +4 Austin: 
512 +I HOU~~OO : 713 - 0; 281 +22 
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NOTE: These additional NXX requirements will be necess- if Golden Harbor must match 
this rate center structure. 

8-9. The maximum # of initial NXXs to match the ILEC RC structure 
ia as fonows (customer demand may necessitate add'dMLXs) 

\ /  

Dallas: 19RCsto5 
Austin: 15 RCs to 2 (All locations are SWBT RCs) 
Howton : 25 RCs to 16 

10. No Mechanism to recover the cost ofRCC Implementation. 

11. ILECS do not expect to return any NXXcodes as a result of 
RCC. Assumed: No forced # changes; Presant NXXs are for current/fUture demand; 
presently cannot share Nxxa between CO Switches. 

12. MCI would r a m  any NXX codes in which no numbers had been assigned 
at the time the consolidation is implemented. Hawever, based on MCI's 
marketing plans, and the TNC estimates of implementation theframe 
for this consolidation, it is likely that MCI will have begun serving 
customers with most, Knot all, of the MMS allocated to MCI by that 
time. Thus, MCI would have few if any entire NXXs to retum. However, 
given the current practice of sequential number assignment, if 1000 
block number pooling were siitaneously 'mplemented with the consolidation, 
MCI could potentially have a signiticant number ofunassigned 1000 blocks 
to return to the pool once the consolidation and pooling is implemented. 

13. Does not aflect local calling scopes. 

14. Does not impact rate groups or local rates. 

15. The rating of local area calls does not change. Toll call charges 
for interexchange and private line services (mileage sens. 
rates) h outside the consolidated rab centers Win change 
+or- or not at all. As rate center expands, the effect afton 
changes gets bigger. 

16. Procedural Requirements - TarifFFiling req'd, @rivateLine & Locaf) 

17. SWB 911 Routing, Provisioning & Database not Affected Minor Affect -Potential 
Increase to Existing Problem with Default Routing. 



potion 

Consolidate rate centers in the metropolitan exchanges witbin the ILECa existing loml 
exchange boundary, pffecting local exchange ealllng scopes. (Proposal consolidated iR 
zones within the local exchange area including mnes with unique calling arrangements 
due to EMS, EACS, eteONE rate center per exchange). 

# of Rate Centers m 1%2 
Consolidated Aus 19:l 

How B.2 

ISSUES Associated with Proposal 

1. Update TPM (Industry Document withRate Center & Vm) 

2. OSS Update Reqts to reflect Rate Center Change Le. TPM, Operator Tables 

3. Implementation Estimated in 6-9 Months from Approval of Compliance Filing 

4. Rate Center Name Change 

5. Impact To Texas Pooling Alternative Settlement Practice 

6. Magnitude of Customer Toll Changes may be Greater than Option 1. 

7. Golden Harbor will return the following quantity of Nxxs: 
DallW 214 - 0; 972 -1 
A& 512-0 
Houston : 713 - 0; 281 -1 

8-9. E a  CLEC enters NPA they would requh: @e. the maximum # 
o m a  to cover the entire RC) will reduce from 19 to 2 m Dallas) 
Dsllas: 19RCstoZ 
Austin: 15RCsto1 
Houston : 25 RCa to 2 

10. No mechanism to recover the cost ofRCC Implementation 

11. ILECs do not expect to return any Nxp codes as a result of 
RCC; no forced # changes; growth demand; presently cannot share NXXs between CO 
Switches. 

12. MCI would return any NXX codes in which no numbers had been assigned 
at the time the consolidation is implemented. However, based on MOs 
marketing plans, and the TNC estimates of implementatiOn timef?ame 
for this consolidation, it is likely that MCI will have begun sefvins 
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customers with most, if not all, of the NXXa allocated to MU by tbst 
time. 'lk~s,MCIwouldhavefawEanyentireNXXetoretura However, 

block number pooling were a i m u l t m  implemmted with the consoli&t.ion, 
MCI could p o t d y  have a significant number of unassigned 1000 blocks 
to return to the pool once the consolidation and pooling is implemented. 

13. DO- affect local calling scopes 

14. Depends on decisions regarding expansion of local calling 
-P- 

15. The rating of local area calls does not change. ToU call charges 
for inteaexchange and private line services (mileage seas. Rates) &om outside the consolidated 
rate centers will change + or - or not at all As rate center expands, the effect of toll change 
gets v i .  

eivsn the current practice of sequential number as- if lo00 

16. ProceduralRequirements - TariffFUng req'd, (PrivateThe & Lod)  Interconadon 
Agreements brought into compliance with ordered plan. 
Expect Contested Case. 

17. EAS,EMS,Eu: impact. can allow "local" calling to calling 

Lost Toll -Possible Solutiom 
scopeinex~ofthatoriginay.planned 

1) Grandfather -No port out of ILEC wc 
(Port In ILEC may reqMM) 
2) Eliminate EAS/EMS/EU: 
3) Expand Calling Scope for EAS Exchange 

18. IXCRevenue & ILEC Access Payments will be +I - affected, 
depending whether local EAS scope remains or eliminated.. 

19. CMRS - Grand Prairie does have toll-fiee dialing accem 
to all of ~ e t r o  Et worth t h e ~ d ~ ~ ,  RCC including Gr Prairie 
win open a l l  the exchanges in the new rate center to 
CMRS toll free dialing from Ft Worth - other similar arrangements 
may exist for CMRS 

20. SWB 911 Routing, Provisioning & Database not Affeoted 
Minor Affect -Potential Increase to Existiig Problems with 
Default Routing 

Ootion No. 3 

Consolidate, with each other, contiguous rate centers of a singleILEC with common 
d i n g  scopes, without regard t o  exchange boundaries. @om not change d i n g  scope). 



ConsoHdated 

ISSUES Associated with Proposal 

1. Update TPM (Industry Document with h t e  Center & V/H. 

2. OSS Update Reqts to reflect Rate Center Change Le. TPM, Operator Tables 

3. Implementation Estimated in 6-9 Months &om A p p r d  of Compliance P i  

4. Itate CentaName ChangG 

5. Impact To Texas Pooling Alternative Settlement Practice 

6. Customer Toll Changes Impact will be + or -. 
7. Golden Harbor will return the following MMB: 
Dallas: 214 - 0; 972 -5 ' 

Anstin: 512 - 0 
Houston : 713 -0; 281 -2 

8-9. E a  CLEC enters NPA they would require: 0.e. the madmum # ofNXXs to cover the 
GTE RC) will reduce h m  8 to 2 in Dallas. 
Dallas: 
Austin: 0 RCs 
Houston : 

10. No mechanism to reaver cost of RCC Implementation 

8 RCs to 2 (GTE) 

6 RCs to 4 (GTE); 4 RCs to 2 (Sprint 

11. lLECs do not expect to return any= codes as a result ofRCC; : no forced #changes; 
growth dam& presently cannot share NXXs between CO Switches 

12. MCI would retuin any NXX codes in which no numbers had been assigned 
at the time the consolidation is implemented. However, based on MCrs 
mariCetiag plans, and the TNC estimates of implementation timefiame 
for this consolidation, it is W y  that MCI will have begun serving 
customers with most, if not all, of the- allocated to MCI by that 
b. Thus, MCI would have few if any entire NXXs to return. However, 
given the current practice of sequential number assignment, if 1000 
block number pooling were simultaneously implemented with the consolidation, 

25 



MCI could potentially have a sigdhnt number of unassigned lo00 blocks 
to return to the pool once the consolidation end pooling is implemented. 

13. Although the calling scope is the name within each existing rate center, 
the charge for basic local service may not be the same after the change. 
This is because the local rate is a two part rate based on the number of 
customers in the exchange plus a mandatory EAS rate based on the size of 
the calling scope. While the BAS rate would not change the rate based on 
exchange size would. This option, ifhplemented, would require some 
change in basic rates and therefore require Commission approvaL 

14. Can increase rate group size & associated rates in accordance with existing t-. 

15. The rating of local area calls does not change. Toll call charges for mterexchange and 
private line seMces (mileage sens. Rates) from outside the consolidated rate centers will 
change + or - or not at all. As rate center expands, the effect ofton 
change gets bigger. 

16. Procedural Requirements - Tariff Filing req'd, (F'L & Local) Interconnection Agr- 
brought into compliance with orbed  plan. 

17. CMRS Land to mobile calls will continue to be rated as before as long as the 
consolidated rate centers dl share the same calling scope. 

18. Dallas 911 Constrained -Not provisioned by common 911 Database Mgt ; nor common 
Selective Router System Implications to other Agencies besides PUC for Eqpt ; Trnks 
Contract & Database - Optimal RCC may not be reached. Can be Corrected within 69 
mo timehme. 



Dotion No. 4 

Consolidate with each other the rate centers of non-metro exchanges of a single lLEC 
that currentty have mandatory expanded calling scopes into the metropolitan exchanga 

# of NXXs Rate Centers 
Consolidated 

Dls 
MGTE 
21 SWBT 
Aus N/C 
Eons 
2lGm . 
41 sprint 

ISSUES Associated with Proposal 

1. Update TPM (Industry Document with Rate Center & VEL 

2. OSS Update Reqts to reflect Rate Center Change i.e. TPM, Operator Tables 

3. Implementation Estimated in 6-9 Months from Approval of Compliance p i l i  

4. Rate CenterName Change 

5. Impact To Texas Pooling Alternative Settlement Practice 

6. Magnitude of Customer Ton Changes may be Greater than Option 3. 

7. Golden Harbor will return NXXs as follows: 
D&Ux 214-0; 972 -5 
Austin: 512-0 
Houston : 713 -0; 281 -3 

8-9. E a  CLEC enters NPA they would requh  (Le. the maximum # of NXXs to cover the 
RC)winreducefiornlOto2inDallas; 
Dallas. 8 RCs to l(GTE) and 2 to l(SWI3T) 
Austin: NIC 
Houston 2 RCs to 1 (GTE); 4 RCs to 1 (Sprint) 

10. No mechanism to rewver cost ofRCC Implementation 

11. ILECB do not expect to return any Nwz codes as are& 0fRCC: no forced # e k e s ;  
growth demand; presently m o t  shareNXXs between CO Switohes 



12. MCI would rehnnauy NXX codea in whichno rmmbecrs had been assigned 
at the time the consolidation is implemented, However, based on m s  
marketing plans, and the TNC estlmatos of implementation timehme 
for this ~bnsolidation, it in likely that MCI win have begun serviog 
customers wlth most, if not d, of the.- allocated to MCI by that 
time. Thus, MCI would have few if any entire= to return. However, 
given the current practice of sequential number assignment, If 1000 
block number p o o h  were simultaneously implemented with the coneofidation, 
MCI could potentially have a significant number of unassigned 1000 blocks 
to return to the pool once the consolidation and pooling is inqilernented. 

13. Does af€' local calling scopes This option has the same issues as option three 
for GTE. In addition, it would require the restructuring ofbpanded 
Metro Dialing to R Worth fiom the exchanges of LewhUe, Irving, and 
DFW or require this optionbe offered to CarrOlltM, Plano, Rowlett, Wylie, 
and Garland In other companies this may result in an expansion of the 

local calling scope. This option, ifimplemented, would require some 
change in basic rates and therefore require commission approval. 

14. Does impact rate group size & associated rates in accordance with existing tariffs. 
Access revenues effected 

15. The rating of local area calls does not change. Toll call charges for interexchange and 
private line services (mileage sens. rates) &om outside the consolidated rate centers Win 
change + or - or not at all. As rate center expands, the &ect of toll 
change gets bigger. 

16. Procedural Requirements - Tariff FEng req'd, (Private Line & Local) Interconnection 
Agreements brought into compliance with ordered plan 
Expect Contested Case. 

17. EA$,EMS;EU: arrangements that allows "local" calling to d i n g  scope in BKCBSS of that 
o r i w y  planned. In areas within the RCC, point to point IntraLATA toll is eliminated. 
Also, "islands" of E M M  calling anangements exist with certain areas within the RCC. 

18. IXC Revenue & ILEC access paymemts will be +/ - affected, depending whethex local 
EAS scope remains or is eliminated. While RCC eliminates toll calling., IntraLATA Toll 
revenues for all providers @LEcs& IXCs) is reduced. As a result, access revenues for toll 
will also decrease. Reduction to revenues may prompt Local Rate Increase Requests. 

19. CMRS - Grand Prairie does have toll-fie diahg a w s  to all of Metro Ft Worth: 
tha&brq RCC including Gr Prairie will open all the exchanges in the new rate center to 
CMRS toll free dialiog ftompt Worth, Other S i  Arrangements M a y  exist for CMRS. 


